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In this paper the concept of a contraction for multi-valued mappings in a metric space is
introduced and the existence theorems for ﬁxed points of such contractions in a complete
metric space are proved. Presented results generalize and improve the recent results of
Y. Feng, S. Liu [Y. Feng, S. Liu, Fixed point theorems for multi-valued contractive mappings
and multi-valued Caristi type mappings, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 317 (2006) 103–112], D. Klim,
D. Wardowski [D. Klim, D. Wardowski, Fixed point theorems for set-valued contractions
in complete metric spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 334 (2007) 132–139] and several others.
The method used in the proofs of our results is new and is simpler than methods used in
the corresponding papers. Two examples are given to show that our results are genuine
generalization of the results of Feng and Liu and Klim and Wardowski.
© 2008 Published by Elsevier Inc.
1. Introduction
Let (X,d) be a metric space and let Cl(X), CB(X) and Comp(X) denote a collection of all non-empty closed, all non-
empty closed and bounded and all non-empty compact subsets of X , respectively. Let D(x, A) denote the distance from x
to A and H the Hausdorff metric induced by d.
The Nadler’s [8] ﬁxed point theorem for multi-valued contractive mappings has been extended in many directions
(cf. [1–12]). The following generalization of Nadler’s result is given by Mizoguchi and Takahashi [7].
Theorem 1. (See [7].) Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and let T : X → CB(X). If there exists a function ϕ : (0,∞) → [0,1) such
that
lim
r→t+ supϕ(r) < 1 for each t ∈ [0,∞), (1)
and if
H
(
T (x), T (y)
)
 ϕ
(
d(x, y)
)
d(x, y) (2)
for all x, y ∈ X, then T has a ﬁxed point.
An alternative proof of this theorem was given by Daffer and Kaneko [4, Theorem 2.1].
Recently some interesting results have been obtained by Feng and Liu [5]. They proved the following theorem.
E-mail address: lciric@rcub.bg.ac.yu.0022-247X/$ – see front matter © 2008 Published by Elsevier Inc.
doi:10.1016/j.jmaa.2008.07.062
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c < b, such that for any x ∈ X there is y ∈ T (x) satisfying the following two conditions:
bd(x, y) D
(
x, T (x)
)
(3)
and
D
(
y, T (y)
)
 cd(x, y), (4)
then T has a ﬁxed point in X provided a function f (x) = D(x, T (x)) is lower semi-continuous.
Very recently Klim and Wardowski [6] generalized Theorem 3.1 of Feng and Liu [5]. They proved the following two
theorems.
Theorem 3. (See [6, Theorem 2.1].) Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and let T : X → Cl(X). Assume that the following conditions
hold:
(i) the map f : X → R, deﬁned by f (x) = D(x, T (x)), x ∈ X, is lower semi-continuous;
(ii) there exist a constant b ∈ (0,1) and a function ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,b) satisfying
lim
r→t+ supϕ(r) < b for each t ∈ [0,∞), (5)
and for any x ∈ X there is y ∈ T (x) satisfying the following two conditions:
bd(x, y) D
(
x, T (x)
)
(6)
and
D
(
y, T (y)
)
 ϕ
(
d(x, y)
)
d(x, y). (7)
Then T has a ﬁxed point.
Theorem 4. (See [6, Theorem 2.2].) Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and let T : X → Comp(X). Assume that the following
conditions hold:
(i) the map f : X → R, deﬁned by f (x) = D(x, T (x)), x ∈ X, is lower semi-continuous;
(ii) there exists ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,1) satisfying the condition
lim
r→t+ supϕ(r) < 1 for each t ∈ [0,∞), (8)
and such that for any x ∈ X there is y ∈ T (x) satisfying the condition
d(x, y) = D(x, T (x)) (9)
and the condition (7).
Then T has a ﬁxed point.
Theorem 3 generalizes Theorem 2, but not Theorem 1 of Mizoguchi and Takahashi [7], since the function ϕ in Theorem 3
need to satisfy the condition (5), which is stronger than (1), as b < 1. Also Theorem 4 does not generalize Theorem 1, as
T (x) in Theorem 4 need to be compact.
The aim of this paper is to present more general results which unify and generalize the corresponding results of Mi-
zoguchi and Takahashi [7], Feng and Liu [5] and Klim and Wardowski [6]. Two examples are given to show that our results
are genuine generalizations.
The method used in the proofs of our results is new and seems that is simpler than corresponding methods used by the
cited authors.
2. Preliminaries
Let (X,d) be a metric space, CB(X) a collection of all non-empty closed and bounded subsets of X and H the Hausdorff
metric induced by d. Thus, for A, B ∈ CB(X),
H(A, B) = max
{
sup
x∈B
D(x, A), sup
x∈A
D(x, B)
}
,
where D(x, A) = infy∈A d(x, y).
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xn → x implies f (x) lim
n→∞ inf f (xn).
Deﬁnition 2. Let X be a non-empty set. An element x ∈ X is said to be a ﬁxed point of a multi-valued mapping T : X → 2X
if x ∈ T (x). If T x = {x}, then x is called a stationary point (or a strict ﬁxed point) of T .
Deﬁnition 3. Let (X,d) be a metric space. A subset K is called proximinal if for each x ∈ X , there exists an element k ∈ K
such that
d(x,k) = D(x, K ) = inf{d(x, y): y ∈ K}.
It is well known that every closed convex subset of a uniformly convex Banach space is proximinal.
3. Main results
Now we shall prove a theorem which generalizes Theorem 1 of Mizoguchi and Takahashi [7].
Theorem 5. Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and T : X → Cl(X) be a mapping of X into itself. If there exists a function
ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,1) satisfying
lim
r→t+ supϕ(r) < 1 for each t ∈ [0,∞) (10)
and is such that for any x ∈ X there is y ∈ T (x) satisfying the following two conditions:
d(x, y)
(
2− ϕ(d(x, y)))D(x, T (x)) (11)
and
D
(
y, T (y)
)
 ϕ
(
d(x, y)
)
d(x, y), (12)
then T has a ﬁxed point in X provided f (x) = D(x, T (x)) is lower semi-continuous.
Proof. Since ϕ(d(x, y)) < 1 for all x, y ∈ X, it follows that 2−ϕ(d(x, y)) > 1 for all x, y ∈ X . Thus for any x ∈ X there exists
y ∈ T (x) such that (11) holds.
Let x0 ∈ X be any initial point. Then there exists x1 ∈ X such that x1 ∈ T (x0) and
d(x0, x1)
(
2− ϕ(d(x0, x1)))D(x0, T (x0)). (13)
Then from (12), with x = x0 and y = x1,
D
(
x1, T (x1)
)
 ϕ
(
d(x0, x1)
)
d(x0, x1). (14)
From (13) and (14) we get
D
(
x1, T (x1)
)
 ϕ
(
d(x0, x1)
)(
2− ϕ(d(x0, x1)))D(x0, T (x0)). (15)
Deﬁne a function ψ : [0,∞) → [0,+∞) by
ψ(t) = ϕ(t)(2− ϕ(t)), (16)
that is, by ψ(t) = 1− (1− ϕ(t))2. Since ϕ(t) < 1 and limr→t+ supϕ(r) < 1 for each t ∈ [0,∞), it follows that
ψ(t) < 1 (17)
and
lim
r→t+ supψ(r) < 1 (18)
for each t ∈ [0,∞).
From (15) and (16),
D
(
x1, T (x1)
)
ψ
(
d(x0, x1)
)
D
(
x0, T (x0)
)
. (19)
Now we choose x2 ∈ X such that x2 ∈ T (x1) and
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(
2− ϕ(d(x1, x2)))D(x1, T (x1)).
Then by (12) and (16) we get
D
(
x2, T (x2)
)
ψ
(
d(x1, x2)
)
D
(
x1, T (x1)
)
.
Continuing this process we can choose an iterative sequence {xn}∞n=0 such that xn+1 ∈ T (xn),
d(xn, xn+1)
(
2− ϕ(d(xn, xn+1)))D(xn, T (xn)) (20)
and
D
(
xn+1, T (xn+1)
)
ψ
(
d(xn, xn+1)
)
D
(
xn, T (xn)
)
, n = 0,1,2, . . . . (21)
For simplicity denote dn = d(xn, xn+1) and Dn = D(xn, T (xn)) for all n 0. Then from (21),
Dn+1 ψ(dn)Dn for all n 0. (22)
If Dn = D(xn, T (xn)) = 0 for some n, then xn ∈ T (xn), that is, xn is a ﬁxed point of T and the assertion of theorem is
proved. So we shall assume that Dn > 0 for all n 0.
From (22) and (17) we conclude that {Dn}∞n=0 is a strictly decreasing sequence of non-negative reals. Therefore, there is
some δ  0 such that
lim
n→∞ Dn = δ. (23)
Since D(xn, T (xn)) d(xn, xn+1) for each xn+1 ∈ T (xn), and as ϕ(t) < 1 for all t  0, from (20) we get
Dn  dn < 2Dn. (24)
Thus, the sequence {dn}∞n=0 is bounded and so there is some d δ such that
lim
n→∞ infdn = d. (25)
Now we shall show that d = δ = 0. Suppose, at ﬁrst that δ = 0. Then from (23) and (24) we have
lim
n→∞dn = 0.
Suppose now that δ > 0. We shall show that d = δ. Suppose, to the contrary, that d > δ. Then d− δ > 0 and so from (23)
and (25) there is a positive integer n0 such that
δ  Dn  δ + d − δ
4
for all n n0 (26)
and
d − d − δ
4
< dn for all n n0. (27)
Then from (26), (27) and (20) we have
δ + 3d − δ
4
= d − d − δ
4
< dn 
(
2− ϕ(dn)
)
Dn 
(
2− ϕ(dn)
)(
δ + d − δ
4
)
for all n n0. Hence we get
1+ 2(d − δ)
3δ + d < 1+
(
1− ϕ(dn)
)
.
This inequality implies that
−(1− ϕ(dn))2 < −
[
2(d − δ)
3δ + d
]2
.
Thus,
ψ(dn) = 1−
(
1− ϕ(dn)
)2
< 1−
[
2(d − δ)
3δ + d
]2
for all n n0.
Now from (22),
L. C´iric´ / J. Math. Anal. Appl. 348 (2008) 499–507 503Dn+1  hDn for all n n0, (28)
where h = 1− [2(d − δ)/(3δ + d)]2. Then h < 1, as d > δ. Since δ > 0, there is a positive integer k such that
hk
(
δ + d − δ
4
)
< δ.
Then from (28) and (26) we have
δ  Dn0+k  hDn0+k−1  h2Dn0+k−2  · · · hkDn0  hk
(
δ + d − δ
4
)
< δ,
a contradiction. Therefore, our assumption d > δ is wrong. Thus d = δ. Since δ  Dn  dn, it follows that limn→∞ infdn = δ+.
Hence we conclude that there exists a subsequence {dnk }∞k=0 of {dn} such that
lim
k→∞
dnk = δ+.
Then by (18),
lim
dnk→δ+
supψ(dnk ) < 1. (29)
From (22) we have
Dnk+1 ψ(dnk )Dnk .
Thus by (23) we obtain
δ = lim
k→∞
sup Dnk+1 
(
lim
k→+∞
supψ(dnk )
)(
lim
k→∞
sup Dnk
)
=
(
lim
dnk→δ+
supψ(dnk )
)
δ.
If we suppose that δ > 0, then from this inequality we have
1 lim
dnk→δ+
supψ(dnk ),
a contradiction with (29). Thus δ = 0. Then from (23) and (24) we have
lim
n→∞dn = 0.
Now we shall show that {xn}∞n=0 is a Cauchy sequence. Let
α = lim
dn→0+
supψ(dn).
Then by (18), α < 1. Let q be such that α < q < 1. Then there is some n1 ∈ N such that ψ(dn) < q for all n n1. So from (22)
we have Dn+1  qDn for all n n1. Then by induction we get
Dn  qn−n1Dn1 (30)
for all n n1 + 1. From (30) and (24) we get
d(xn, xn+1) 2qn−n1Dn1 . (31)
Now by (31), for all m > n n1 + 1, we have
m∑
k=n1
d(xk, xk+1) 2
m∑
k=n1
qk−n1Dn1  2
1
1− q Dn1 .
Hence we conclude, as q < 1, that {xn}∞n=0 is a Cauchy sequence.
Since X is complete, there is some z ∈ X such that
lim
n→∞ xn = z. (32)
We now show that z is a ﬁxed point of T . Since f (x) = D(x, T (x)) is lower semi-continuous and D(xn, T (xn)) = Dn → 0
as n → ∞, we have
0 D
(
z, T (z)
)= f (z) lim
n→∞ sup f (xn) = limn→∞ sup D
(
xn, T (xn)
)= 0.
Hence D(z, T (z)) = 0. This implies that z ∈ T (z), as T (z) is closed. Thus we proved that z is a ﬁxed point of T . 
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each y ∈ T (x). It is easily to construct examples in which Theorem 5 can be applied, but not Theorem 1.
Now we shall prove a theorem which is a different from Theorem 5 and is a generalization of Theorem 1 of Mizoguchi
and Takahashi [7], Theorem 2 of Feng and Liu [5] and Theorem 3 of Klim and Wardowski [6]. We shall present a proof
which seem to be simpler than the proof in [6].
Theorem 6. Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and T : X → Cl(X) be a mapping of X into itself. If there exist a function
ϕ : [0,∞) → (0,1) and a non-decreasing function b : [0,∞) → [b,1), b > 0, such that
ϕ(t) < b(t) (33)
and
lim
t→r+ supϕ(t) < limt→r+ supb(t) (34)
for all t ∈ [0,∞), and for any x ∈ X there is y ∈ T (x) satisfying the following two conditions:
b
(
d(x, y)
)
d(x, y) D
(
x, T (x)
)
(35)
and
D
(
y, T (y)
)
 ϕ
(
d(x, y)
)
d(x, y), (36)
then T has a ﬁxed point in X provided f (x) = D(x, T (x)) is lower semi-continuous.
Proof. Since b(d(x, y)) < 1 for all x, y ∈ X, it follows that for any x ∈ X there exists some y ∈ T (x) such that (35) holds. Let
x0 ∈ X be arbitrary. Then we can choose x1 ∈ T (x0) such that (35) and (36) hold, that is, such that
b
(
d(x0, x1)
)
d(x0, x1) D
(
x0, T (x0)
)
(37)
and
D
(
x1, T (x1)
)
 ϕ
(
d(x0, x1)
)
d(x0, x1). (38)
From (37) and (38) we get
D
(
x1, T (x1)
)
 ϕ(d(x0, x1))
b(d(x0, x1))
D
(
x0, T (x0)
)
. (39)
Deﬁne now a new function ψ(t) on [0,∞) as follows:
ψ(t) = ϕ(t)
b(t)
for all t ∈ [0,∞).
Then from (33) and (34),
ψ(t) < 1 (40)
and
lim
t→r+ supψ(t) < 1 (41)
for all t ∈ [0,∞). Thus from (39),
D
(
x1, T (x1)
)
ψ
(
d(x0, x1)
)
D
(
x0, T (x0)
)
.
Now we choose x2 ∈ X such that x2 ∈ T (x1) and
b
(
d(x1, x2)
)
d(x1, x2) D
(
x1, T (x1)
)
and
D
(
x2, T (x2)
)
 ϕ
(
d(x1, x2)
)
d(x1, x2).
Then by deﬁnition of ψ we get
D
(
x2, T (x2)
)
ψ
(
d(x1, x2)
)
D
(
x1, T (x1)
)
.
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{xn}∞n=0 such that xn+1 ∈ T (xn),
b(dn)dn  Dn (42)
and
Dn+1  ϕ(dn)dn (43)
for all n 0. From (42) and (43) we have
Dn+1 ψ(dn)Dn. (44)
Again from (42) with n = n + 1 and from (43),
dn+1 
ϕ(dn)
b(dn+1)
dn. (45)
If Dn = 0 for some n, then xn is a ﬁxed point of T and so we ﬁnished the proof. Thus we shall consider the case Dn > 0
for all n 0. From (44) and (40) we have
Dn+1 < Dn for all n 0.
Now we shall show that
dn+1 < dn for all n 0. (46)
Suppose, to the contrary, that dn  dn+1. Then b(dn) b(dn+1), as b(t) is a non-decreasing function. Now, by (45), we have
dn  dn+1 
ϕ(dn)
b(dn+1)
dn 
ϕ(dn)
b(dn)
dn = ψ(dn)dn < dn,
a contradiction. Thus we proved (46).
Since {Dn} and {dn} are monotone, there exist δ  0 and d 0 such that
lim
n→∞ Dn = δ, limn→∞dn = d + .
Then from (44) we get
δ 
(
lim
n→∞ supψ(dn)
)
δ =
(
lim
dn→d+
supψ(dn)
)
δ.
Hence by (41) we conclude that δ = 0. Since 0< b b(t), from (42) we get bdn  b(dn)dn  Dn and hence
dn 
1
b
Dn. (47)
Since limn→∞ Dn = 0, we get
lim
n→∞dn = 0.
Let
α = lim
dn→0+
supψ(dn).
Then by (41), α < 1. Let q be such that α < q < 1. Then there is some n0 ∈ N such that ψ(dn) < q for all n  n0. Thus
from (44),
Dn  qn−n0Dn0 for each n n0.
Then from (47),
dn 
1
b
qn−n0Dn0 for each n n0.
Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 5 one can prove that {xn}∞n=0 is a Cauchy sequence and that its limit point is a
ﬁxed point of T . 
Now we shall formulate a theorem, which is a generalization of Theorem 4 of Klim and Wardowski [6].
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subsets of X . If there exists a function ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,1) satisfying (8) and such that for any x ∈ X there is y ∈ T (x) satisfying the
following two conditions:
d(x, y) = D(x, T (x))
and
D
(
y, T (y)
)
 ϕ
(
d(x, y)
)
d(x, y),
then T has a ﬁxed point in X provided f (x) = D(x, T (x)) is lower semi-continuous.
Remark 2. Theorem 6 is a genuine generalization of Theorem 3 of Klim and Wardowski [6]. Indeed, if in Theorem 6,
b(t) = b-const. and ϕ1(t) = bϕ(t), then ϕ1(t) satisﬁes (5) and (7) and therefore all hypotheses of Theorem 3 are satisﬁed.
In the next section we shall construct and discuss two examples which show that Theorem 6 is strict generalization of
Theorem 3.
Remark 3. In the next section we shall construct an example which shows that Theorem 7 is a strict generalization of
Theorem 4.
4. Comparisons and examples
In this section we shall construct and discuss two examples which show that our results are genuine generalization of
the results of Mizoguchi and Takahashi [7], Feng and Liu [5] and Klim and Wardowski [6].
The following example shows that there are mappings which satisfy all hypotheses in Theorem 5, but not in Theorem 3,
and therefore in Theorem 2.
Example 1. Let X = [0,1] and d : X × X → R be a standard metric. Let T : X → Cl(X) be deﬁned as in Example 3.1 of Klim
and Wardowski [6]:
T (x) =
{ { 12 x2} for x ∈ [0, 1532 ) ∪ ( 1532 ,1],
{ 1796 , 14 } for x = 1532 .
Deﬁne now ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,1) as follows:
ϕ(t) =
⎧⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎩
8
5 t for t ∈ [0, 724 ) ∪ ( 724 , 12 ),
5
8 for t = 724 ,
4
5 for t ∈ [ 12 ,∞).
We shall show that T satisﬁes all hypotheses of our Theorem 5. It is easy to see that a function f (x) = D(x, T (x)) is
lower semi-continuous. Moreover, for each x ∈ [0,15/32) ∪ (15/32,1] we have T (x) = {(1/2)x2} and therefore y = (1/2)x2,
d(x, y) = D(x, T (x)) = x− (1/2)x2. Further,
D
(
y, T (y)
)= d(1
2
x2,
1
8
x4
)
= 1
2
(
x2 −
(
1
2
x2
)2)
= 1
2
(
x+ 1
2
x2
)(
x− 1
2
x2
)
= 1
2
(
x+ 1
2
x2
)
d(x, y) 8
5
(
x− 1
2
x2
)
d(x, y) = ϕ(d(x, y))d(x, y).
Thus, for x ∈ [0,1], x = 15/32, T satisﬁes (11) and the contractive condition (12) in Theorem 5.
Let now x = 15/32. Then for y = 17/96 ∈ T (x) we have
d(x, y) = 7
24
<
(
2− 5
8
)
7
32
= [2− ϕ(d(x, y))]D(x, T (x))
and
D
(
y, T (y)
)= d( 17
96
,
1
2
172
962
)
<
17
96
<
5
8
7
24
= ϕ(d(x, y))d(x, y).
Thus, T satisﬁes (11) and (12) for x = 15/32. Therefore, all assumptions of our Theorem 5 are satisﬁed and Fix(T ) = {0}.
Now we shall show that a given map T does not satisfy hypotheses of Theorem 3 of Klim and Wardowski [6].
Let b ∈ (0,3/4]. Then for any ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,b), 3/4 > ϕ(d(x, y)). Thus for x = 1 we have T (x) = {1/2}, y = 1/2,
T (y) = {1/8}, d(x, y) = 1/2, D(y, T (y)) = 3/8 and, consequently,
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(
y, T (y)
)= 3
4
· 1
2
= 3
4
d(x, y) > ϕ
(
d(x, y)
)
d(x, y).
Therefore, for x = 1 the inequality (7) in Theorem 3 is not satisﬁed.
Let now b ∈ (3/4,1) and let x = 15/32. Then
T (x) =
{
17
96
,
1
4
}
and d
(
x, T (x)
)= 7
32
.
Consider at ﬁrst the case y = 17/96. Then d(x, y) = 7/24 and so we have, as b > 3/4,
bd(x, y) >
3
4
d(x, y) = 3
4
· 7
24
= 7
32
= d(x, T (x)).
Therefore, for y = 17/96 the inequality (6) is not satisﬁed.
Let now y = 1/4. Then T (y) = {1/32}, d(x, y) = 7/32, D(y, T (y)) = 7/32 and so we have, as for any ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,b),
1> b > ϕ(t),
D
(
y, T (y)
)= 7
32
= d(x, y) > bd(x, y) > ϕ(d(x, y))d(x, y).
Therefore, for y = 1/4 the inequality (7) is not satisﬁed. Thus, for x = 15/32 there is not y ∈ T (x) which satisﬁes (6) and (7).
So we showed that there do not exist b ∈ (0,1) and ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,b) such that the mapping T satisﬁes hypotheses of
Theorem 3.
Now we shall present an example which shows that Theorem 7 is a genuine generalization of Theorem 4.
Example 2. Let X = [0,+∞). Deﬁne T : X → Cl(X) and ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,1) as follows:
T (x) =
{
x
a
}
∪ [(1+ 2x),+∞),
ϕ(t) = 1
a
,
where a > 1. Then
f (x) = D(x, T (x))= x− x
a
= a − 1
a
x
and so f (x) is continuous. Further, for each x ∈ X there exists y = x/a ∈ T (x) such that d(x, y) = D(x, T (x)). Thus we have
D
(
y, T (y)
)= x
a
− x
a2
= 1
a
a − 1
a
x = ϕ(d(x, T (x)))d(x, y).
Therefore, all assumptions of our Theorem 7 are satisﬁed and Fix(T ) = {0}. Clearly, T does not satisfy the hypotheses in
Theorem 4, since T (x) is not compact for all x ∈ X .
References
[1] L.B. C´iric´, J.S. Ume, Some common ﬁxed point theorems for weakly compatible mappings, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 314 (2) (2006) 488–499.
[2] L.B. C´iric´, Common ﬁxed point theorems for multi-valued mappings, Demonstratio Math. 39 (2) (2006) 419–428.
[3] L.B. C´iric´, Fixed point theorems for set-valued non-self mappings, Math. Balkanica 20 (2) (2006) 207–217.
[4] P.Z. Daffer, H. Kaneko, Fixed points of generalized contractive multi-valued mappings, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 192 (1995) 655–666.
[5] Y. Feng, S. Liu, Fixed point theorems for multi-valued contractive mappings and multi-valued Caristi type mappings, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 317 (2006)
103–112.
[6] D. Klim, D. Wardowski, Fixed point theorems for set-valued contractions in complete metric spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 334 (2007) 132–139.
[7] N. Mizoguchi, W. Takahashi, Fixed point theorems for multivalued mappings on complete metric spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 141 (1989) 177–188.
[8] S.B. Nadler Jr., Multi-valued contraction mappings, Paciﬁc J. Math. 30 (1969) 475–488.
[9] S.V.R. Naidu, Fixed-point theorems for a broad class of multimaps, Nonlinear Anal. 52 (2003) 961–969.
[10] S. Reich, Fixed points of contractive functions, Boll. Unione Mat. Ital. 5 (1972) 26–42.
[11] S. Reich, Some ﬁxed point problems, Atti Acad. Naz. Lincei 57 (1974) 194–198.
[12] C.K. Zhong, J. Zhu, P.H. Zhao, An extension of multi-valued contraction mappings and ﬁxed points, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 128 (2000) 2439–2444.
